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Bridgeton Landfill lawsuit filed by Missouri Attorney General
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ST. LOUIS COUNTY, Mo. (KSDK) - Citing violations of Missouri's air, waste and clean water laws, state Attorney General Chris Koster filed suit Wednesday against the owner of a local landfill that has drawn the ire of the surrounding
community as of late.

The 8-count indictment alleges Republic Services, Inc, owner of the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in St. Louis County, violated environmental regulations.

The specific counts are as follows:

. Causing a public nuisance;

. Burning solid waste at a sanitary landfill;

. Causing odor pollution;

. Exceeding methane gas limits;

. Causing pollution of waters of the state;

. Improperly handling hazardous waste;

. Storing solid waste in a manner that violates the law, creates public nuisance, and adversely affects public health;
. Natural resource damages and cost recovery.
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The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DNR) issued a permit to the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in November 1985. The landfill, located in the 13500 block of St. Charles Rock Road, stopped accepting waste on December 31,
2004.

Republic Services first reported the possibility of a subsurface fire at the landfill in late December 2010. Since July 2012, people who live and work near the landfill have complained about horrific odors and voiced concerns about
potential health threats.

The state began monitoring air quality at the Bridgeton Landfill in August 2012 and discovered acetaldehyde and benzene at levels exceeding EPA regulations. If the levels are allowed to persist, the chemicals can present a threat
to human health and the environment.

As part of the lawsuit, the DNR claims a black liquid leachate rose to ground surface levels on at least one occasion in January 2013. Leachate is created when moisture percolates through decomposing waste collected at a landfill
and becomes contaminated with bacteria, fungi and other potentially hazardous material. In the case of the Bridgeton Landfill, the leachate seeped into the limestone rock at the bed of the landfill and flowed into the surrounding
groundwater. The lawsuit indicates this leachate, when tested, violates the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) under the Missouri Hazard Waste Management Law. The landfill generates approximately 150,000
gallons of liquid leachate per day.

Republic Services is developing a remediation plan and will implement it as soon as possible, Koster said, adding the lawsuit makes certain the company follows through on its promises and that they're legally binding and
enforceable in court.

Republic Services released the following statement Wednesday regarding the suit: "We have already started the process of working with the Attorney General as we share the same goal - to dramatically reduce the odor from the
landfill while protecting nearby residents and employees, and ensuring compliance with environmental regulations."

Koster said the lawsuit also seeks to ensure Republic Services covers the cost of experts hired by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources to perform the required environmental testing, instead of having taxpayers foot the
bill.

Republic Services, Inc. is a Delaware corporation that does most of its business in Phoenix, Arizona.




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ST. LOUIS COUNTY
STATE OF MISSOURI

STATE OF MISSOURI ex rel.,
Attorney General Chris Koster and
the Missouri Department of Natural
Resources,
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V. Case No.
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ALLIED SERVICES, LLC, d/b/a
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Defendants.

Please serve:

CT Corporation Services

Registered Agent for Republic Services, Inc.
2390 E. Camelback Rd.

Phoenix, AZ 85016

The Corporation Company

Registered Agent for Allied Services, LLC
Registered Agent for Bridgeton Landfill, LLC
120 South Central Ave.

Clayton, MO 63105

Petition for Public Nuisance, Injunctive Relief, Civil Penalties, Cost
Reimbursement, and Natural Resource Damages

This action involves violations of the Missouri Solid Waste

Management, Hazardous Waste Management, Clean Water, Air





Conservation, and Hazardous Waste Management Laws as well as claims for
nuisance, costs, and natural resource damages. The State of Missouri,
through its relators, states the following for its cause of action:

Parties

1. Chris Koster is the duly elected, qualified, and acting Attorney
General of Missouri (“Attorney General”). The Attorney General is
authorized under § 27.060 RSMo! to bring, in the State’s name, all civil
proceedings at law or in equity necessary to protect the rights and interests of
the State.

2. The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (“Department”) is
a state agency created under § 640.010 RSMo to administer the programs
relating to environmental control and conservation and to manage the
natural resources of the state of Missouri.

3. Attorney General Koster and the Department shall be collectively
referred to as “the State” in this Petition unless specifically designated
otherwise.

4, Republic Services, Inc. is Delaware corporation with its principal

place of business located in Phoenix, Arizona.

1 All statutory references shall be to the Missouri Revised Statute 2000
unless specifically stated otherwise.





5. Allied Services, LLC, d/b/a Republic Services of Bridgeton, is a
Delaware limited liability company, with its principal place of business in
Phoenix, Arizona. Allied Services, LLC registered the fictitious name
“Republic Services of Bridgeton” with the Missouri Secretary of State.

6. Bridgeton Landfill, LLC is a Missouri limited liability company
and subsidiary of Republic Services, Inc. Bridgeton Landfill LLC’s principal
place of business is located at 120 South Central Ave. in Clayton, St. Louis
County, Missouri.

Jurisdiction and Venue

7. This court has jurisdiction over the subject matter and the
parties in this case pursuant to §§ 27.060 and 526.010 RSMo. Venue is
proper in this court pursuant to § 508.010.5 RSMo because Defendants’
conduct giving rise to this action took place in St. Louis County.

Allegations Common to All Counts

8. Defendant Republic Services, Inc. is the parent company of
Defendant Allied Services, LLC, and Defendant Bridgeton Landfill, LLC. At
all times relevant herein, Defendant Republic Services, Inc. maintained daily
operational and managerial control over the management and environmental
decisions of Defendants Allied Services, LLC and Bridgeton Landfill, LLC,
which gave rise to the violations of Missouri environmental laws as alleged in

this Petition.





9. Defendants Allied Services, LL.C and Bridgeton Landfill, LLC
own and operate the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill, which is located at 13570
St. Charles Rock Road in Bridgeton, St. Louis County, Missouri.

10. The State of Missouri, through the Missouri Department of
Natural Resources regulates the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill. The
Department initially permitted the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill as No.
118912 on November 18, 1985. The Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill stopped
accepting waste on December 31, 2004.

11. The Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill lies within the boundaries of the
West Lake Landfill.

12. The allegations in this petition arise as a consequence of
violations of law at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill.

13. On December 23, 2010, Defendants first reported to the
Department that the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill was experiencing elevated
temperatures on some methane gas extraction wells, evidencing a
“subsurface smoldering event.”

14. Since December 2010, the smoldering event has intensified into a
subsurface landfill combustion and fire as evidenced by rapid surface soil and
landfill debris settlement, increased odors, elevated hydrogen levels, and high

landfill temperatures.





15. Beginning in July 2012, the State began receiving numerous
complaints from neighboring residences and businesses about the odor
emitted by the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill.

16. Since July 2012, the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill has continued to
create odors that undermine the quality of life for people living and working
in neighboring residences and businesses.

17. Since the State began monitoring the ambient air surrounding
the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in August 2012, the Bridgeton Sanitary
Landfill has emitted acetaldehyde and benzene into the ambient air in levels
that exceed the Environmental Protection Agency’s regional screening levels.
These chemicals, if present at elevated levels, can be a threat to human
health and the environment

18. On at least one occasion in January 2013, a black liquid leachate
flowed out of the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill’s leachate collection system
onto the surface of the ground. The flowing leachate entered a forested area
and an intermittent stream near the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill.

19. In addition, leachate is collecting in the subsurface of the landfill,
traveling into the limestone rock that makes up the bed of the landfill, and

flowing into groundwater.





20. When tested, leachate from the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill
violates the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) under the
Missouri Hazardous Waste Management Law.

21. Leachate from the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill is a characteristic
“hazardous waste” as that term is defined by § 260.360(11) RSMo.

22.  Since at least January 2013, the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill has
generated approximately 150,000 gallons of liquid landfill leachate each day.

23. Because the leachate is hazardous waste, Defendants are
treating the leachate on site before transporting it to disposal facilities in
Missouri and Illinois.

24. The Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill is a “hazardous waste facility,”
as that term is defined by § 260.360(12) RSMo.

25. Defendants are hazardous waste “generators,” as that term is
defined by § 260.360(10) RSMo.

26. Leachate from the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill is a “water
contaminant” as that term is defined in § 644.016(23) RSMo.

27. The Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill is a “water contaminant source”
or “point source,” as those terms are defined by §§ 644.016(24) and (15)

RSMo.





28. Surface water and groundwater surrounding the Bridgeton
Sanitary Landfill are “waters of the state” as that term is defined by §
644.016 RSMo.

Count I—Causing a Public Nuisance

29. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as
though fully set forth herein.

30. A public nuisance is any unreasonable interference with the
rights common to all members of the community in general and encompasses
the public health, safety, peace, morals, or convenience of society. City of St.
Louis v. Benjamin Moore & Co., 226 S.W.3d 110, 116 (Mo. 2007).

31. The subsurface fire at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill emits a
highly offensive odor and hazardous substances into the surrounding air.

32. Odors and emissions caused by the underground landfill fire
unreasonably interfere with the quality of life of residents, businesses,
business patrons, and employees.

33. Odors and emissions caused by the underground landfill fire
unreasonably interfere with residents and business owners’ use and
enjoyment of their property.

34. In addition, since December 23, 2010, Defendants have violated

Missouri’s environmental laws, including the Missouri Solid Waste





Management, Hazardous Waste Management, Clean Water, and Air
Conservation Laws, as described in the counts below.

35. Defendants’ violations of Missouri’s environmental laws have
unreasonably interfered with the rights common to the Bridgeton community.

36. Defendants are causing a public nuisance that defeats the rights
of the community in general and must be enjoined.

37. Damages cannot adequately address the State’s harm.

38. The State will suffer irreparable injury if an injunction is not
granted.

39. Section 526.030 RSMo authorizes this court to enter an
injunction to prevent “the doing of any legal wrong whatever, whenever in
the opinion of the court an adequate remedy cannot be afforded by an action
for damages.”

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction
prohibiting Defendants from causing a public nuisance and ordering
Defendants to pay damages;

B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to take all appropriate interim steps to mitigate the impact

of the nuisance on residents, businesses, and business patrons and on





the environment until such time as the nuisance can be fully abated,
including but not limited:

i. Assuring the safety of workers;

ii. Addressing the needs of those who have medical

afflictions or whose medical afflictions have been aggravated, as a

result of the nuisance; and

1ii. Providing methods by which indoor air quality can be
protected;

C. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants develop plans for the abatement of the nuisance caused by
the conditions at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those plans to
the State for review and approval; and fully implement any plans that
have been or will be approved by the State for the abatement of the
nuisance caused by the conditions at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;
and

D.  Grant such other relief as may be just and proper.

Count II—Burning Solid Waste at a Sanitary Landfill
40. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as

though fully set forth herein.





41. Missouri Solid Waste Management Law and Regulation 10 CSR
80-3.010(13)(C) imposes strict liability on Defendants and prohibits burning
solid waste at a sanitary landfill.

42. Since December 23, 2010, Defendants have violated 10 CSR 80-
3.010(13)(C) because solid waste continues to burn at the Bridgeton Sanitary
Landfill.

43. Section 260.240.1 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and the
assessment of a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.00 for each day, or part
thereof, that a violation occurs.

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A.  Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction
prohibiting Defendants from any further violations of the Missouri

Solid Waste Management Law and regulations;

B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering

Defendants to develop plans to extinguish the burning of solid waste at

the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those plans to the State for

review and approval; address, to the State’s satisfaction, any
deficiencies or concerns identified by the State in its review of the
plans; and fully implement any plans that have been or will be

approved by the State for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;
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C.  Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount
up to $5,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
violated the Missouri Solid Waste Management Law pursuant to §
260.240.1 RSMo; and

D. Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

Count III—Causing Odor Pollution

44, The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as
though fully set forth herein.

45. Missouri Air Conservation Regulation 10 CSR 10-6.165 makes it
unlawful for any person to cause, permit, or allow the emission of odorous
matter in certain concentrations and frequencies or for certain durations so
as to violate the regulatory standard.

46. On January 31, 2013, and multiple dates not known to the State,
through the burning of solid waste in the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill,
Defendants violated 10 CSR 10-6.165 by causing, permitting, or allowing the
emission of odorous matter in excessive concentrations, frequencies, and
durations so as to violate the regulatory standard.

47. Section 643.151.3 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and a civil
penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day, or part thereof, that each

violation of the Missouri Air Conservation Law occurs or continues to occur.
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WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A.  Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction requiring
Defendants to take immediate steps to capture and control the odor
emitted from the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;

B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to develop plans to eliminate the ongoing odor violation at
the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those plans to the State for
review and approval; address, to the State’s satisfaction, any
deficiencies or concerns identified by the State in its review of the
plans; and fully implement any plans that have been or will be
approved by the State for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;

C.  Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount
up to $10,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
violated the Missouri Air Conservation Law pursuant to § 643.151
RSMo; and

D.  Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

Count IV—Exceeding Methane Gas Limits
48. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as

though fully set forth herein.
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49. Missouri Solid Waste Management Law and Regulation 10 CSR
80-3.010(14)(C)2 prohibits methane gas from exceeding 2.5% by volume in
the soil at the landfill property boundary.

50. Since December 23, 2010, Defendants have violated 10 CSR 80-
3.010(14)C)2 on multiple days by exceeding 2.5% by volume of methane gas
in the soil at Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill’s property boundary.

51. Section 260.240.1 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and the
assessment of a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.00 for each day, or part
thereof, that a violation occurs.

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction
prohibiting Defendants from any further violations of the Missouri
Solid Waste Management Law and regulations;

B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction requiring
Defendants to reevaluate and fully fund corrective action financial
assurance instruments that account for changing conditions at the
Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;

C. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to develop plans to reduce methane levels to below

regulatory limits at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those
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plans to the State for review and approval; address, to the State’s

satisfaction, any deficiencies or concerns identified by the State in its

review of the plans; and fully implement any plans that have been or
will be approved by the State for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill,

D. Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount
up to $5,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
violated the Missouri Solid Waste Management Law pursuant to §
260.240.1 RSMo; and

E. Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

Count V—Causing Pollution of Waters of the State

52. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as
though fully set forth herein.

53. Section 644.051.1(1) RSMo makes it unlawful for any person to
cause pollution of any waters of the state or to place or cause or permit to be
placed any water contaminant in a location where it is reasonably certain to
cause pollution of any waters of the state.

54. Since January 2013 Defendants have violated § 644.051.1(1)
RSMo by causing or permitting contaminated leachate to be placed in a
location where it was reasonably certain to cause pollution to waters of the

State.
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55. Leachate has escaped the surface of the landfill and flowed on the
ground and into waters of the state.

56. Leachate is collecting in the subsurface of the landfill, traveling
into the limestone rock that makes up the bed of the landfill, and flowing into
groundwater.

57. Section 644.076.1 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and a civil
penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day, or part thereof, that each
violation of the Missouri Clean Water Law occurs or continues to occur.

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction requiring
Defendants to immediately undertake an evaluation and remediation
program for repair and maintenance of the Bridgeton Sanitary
Landfill’s leachate collection system,;

B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to develop plans to prevent the flow of leachate out of the
Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those plans to the State for review
and approval; address, to the State’s satisfaction, any deficiencies or
concerns identified by the State in its review of the plans; and fully
implement any plans that have been or will be approved by the State

for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;
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C.  Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount
up to $10,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
violated the Missouri Clean Water Law pursuant to § 644.076 RSMo;
and

D. Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

COUNT VI—Improperly Handling Hazardous Waste

58. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as
though fully set forth herein.

59. Section 260.380 RSMo makes it unlawful for any hazardous
waste generator to store, containerize, label, and transport hazardous waste
in violation of the Missouri Hazardous Waste Management Law.

60. Regulation 10 CSR 25-5.252, which incorporates by reference 40
CFR 262.11, requires all persons who generate a solid waste, such as landfill
leachate, to determine if the waste is hazardous and, if hazardous, store,
containerize, label, and transport it properly.

61. From May 15, 2012, to at least October 26, 2012, the
Metropolitan Sewer District of St. Louis (MSD) tested leachate from the
Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill and determined that it was contaminated with

benzene.
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62. Sometime during December 2012, MSD ordered Defendants to
cease discharging landfill leachate into its municipal wastewater treatment
system.

63. On information and belief, Defendants began shipping untreated
or undertreated landfill leachate to the American Bottoms Regional
Wastewater Treatment Facility in Sauget, Illinois for treatment.

64. On January 24, 2013, leachate sampling by the American
Bottoms Regional Wastewater Treatment Facility confirmed the presence of
benzene in amounts characteristic of hazardous waste.

65. Since at least December 2012, Defendants have violated
§ 260.380 RSMo and 10 CSR 25-5.262(1) by storing, containerizing, failing to
label, and transporting hazardous waste improperly.

66.  Section § 260.425 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and a civil
penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day, or part thereof, that each
violation of the Missouri Hazardous Waste Management Law occurs or
continues to occur.

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A.  Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction requiring

Defendants to immediately characterize the leachate from the

Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill both pre- and post-onsite treatment;
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B. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to develop plans to manage the leachate from the Bridgeton
Sanitary Landfill in accordance with the Missouri Hazardous Waste
Management Law; submit those plans to the State for review and
approval; address, to the State’s satisfaction, any deficiencies or
concerns identified by the State in its review of the plans; and fully
implement any plans that have been or will be approved by the State
for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;

C.  Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount
up to $10,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
violated the Missouri Hazardous Waste Management Law pursuant to
§ 260.245 RSMo; and

D. Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

Count VII—Storing Solid Waste in a Manner that Violate the Law,
Creates a Public Nuisance, and Adversely Affects Public Health

67. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as

though fully set forth herein.
68. Section 260.210.1(4) RSMo and 10 CSR 80-2.020(1)(F) make it
unlawful for any person to store, collect, transport, process, or dispose of solid

waste in violation of the rules, regulations or orders of the Department or in
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such a manner as to create a public nuisance or adversely affect the public
health.

69. Since December 2010, Defendants have violated § 260.210.1(4)
RSMo by storing, collecting, transporting, processing, or disposing of solid
waste at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in violation of 10 CSR 80-
3.010(13)(C), 10 CSR 80-3.010(14)(C)2, and 10 CSR 80-3.010(19)(A) and other
regulations of the Department. Among other actions, Defendants have:

A.  Stored, processed, or disposed of solid waste in the

Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in a manner that allowed the waste to

ignite and continue to combust and burn in violation of Department

regulations;

B.  Stored, processed, or disposed of solid waste in manner that
allowed methane levels to exceed regulatory limits;

C.  Stored, processed, or disposed of solid waste at the
Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in a manner that caused a violation of
regulatory odor limits; and

D. Collected, stored, processed, transported, or disposed of

leachate in violation of Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill Permit No. 118912,

70. Since December 2010, Defendants have violated § 260.210.1(4)
RSMo by storing, collecting, transporting, processing, or disposing of solid

waste at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in a manner as to create a public
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nuisance or adversely affect the public health. Among other actions,
Defendants have stored, processed, or disposed of solid waste in the
Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill in a manner that allowed the waste to ignite and
continue to combust, which created a nuisance and adversely affects the
public health.

71. Section 260.240.1 RSMo authorizes injunctive relief and the
assessment of a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.00 for each day, or part
thereof, that a violation occurs.

WHEREFORE, the State asks this court to enter its Judgment and
Order against Defendants as follows:

A. Issuing a preliminary and permanent injunction ordering
Defendants to develop plans to abate all environmental violations at
the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill and eliminate all conditions that create
a public nuisance or adversely affect public health as a result of the
conditions at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill; submit those plans to the
State for review and approval; address, to the State’s satisfaction, any
deficiencies or concerns identified by the State in its review of the
plans; and fully implement any plans that have been or will be
approved by the State for the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill;

B. Assessing against Defendants a civil penalty in an amount

up to $5,000 per day, for each day or part thereof that Defendants
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violated the Missouri Solid Waste Management Law pursuant to §
260.240.1 RSMo; and
C.  Granting such other relief as may be just and proper

Count VIII—Natural Resource Damages & Cost Recovery

72. The previous allegations are incorporated into this count as
though fully set forth herein.

73.  Under § 260.210(5) RSMo, the State may recover cleanup costs
whenever it determines that a person has benefitted financially from
dumping solid waste into waters of the state, storing solid waste in a manner
that violates the Missouri Solid Waste Management Law and regulations,
storing solid waste in a manner that causes a public nuisance, and causing
odor violations under the Missouri Air Conservation Law, in violation of §
260.210 RSMo.

74. In addition, under § 644.096 RSMo, the State has a cause of
action for damages against any person violating the provisions of §§ 644.006
to 644.141 RSMo, including all costs and expenses necessary to establish or
collect any sums under the Missouri Clean Water Law and the costs and
expenses of restoring any waters of the state to their condition as they

existed before the violation, sustained by it because of the violation.
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75. Since at least December 2010, Defendants have benefitted
financially from operating a landfill in violation of § 260.210.1(1) and (4)
RSMo as alleged in this Petition.

76. Since at least November 2012, Defendants have permitted or
allowed landfill leachate to flow from the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill into the
groundwater or onto the surface of the ground where it was reasonably
certain to cause pollution to surface or subsurface waters of the state in
violation of § 644.051.1(1) RSMo.

77. The State has incurred significant expenses, and expects to incur
significant additional expenses in the future, responding to Defendants’
environmental violations at the Bridgeton Sanitary Landfill.

78. The State has incurred other damages and will continue to incur
other damages, including costs to natural resources to the condition they
were in prior to Defendants’ violations of § 644.051.1(1) RSMo.

79. Under §§ 260.210(5) and 644.096 RSMo, the court should order
Defendants to reimburse the State for its damages, including natural
resource damages, investigative and costs, and cleanup costs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff asks this court to enter its Judgment and

Order against Defendants as follows:
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A.  Assessing natural resource damages, cleanup costs, State
investigative and oversight costs, and the costs of these proceedings
against Defendants; and

B. Granting such other relief as may be just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRIS KOSTER
Attorney General

.//ﬂ\"g NP

Jessica L. Blome, Bar No. 59710

Kara L. Valentine, Bar No. 40926

Assistant Attorney General

Missouri Bar No. 59710

P.O. Box 899

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Phone: (573) 751-3640

Fax: (573) 751-8796

Email: Jessica.blome@ago.mo.gov
Kara.valentine@ago.mo.gov

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

23





